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Location/setting
UK/prison and hospital.
Methods

Analytical approach:
A Markov decision model was constructed to estimate the long-term costs and outcomes, for a cohort of offenders, after two years of treatment. The time horizon was 25 years and the cycle length was one year. The authors stated that a service perspective was taken.
Effectiveness data:
The outcome measure was serious reoffending among life-sentence prisoners. A systematic review was conducted to identify studies reporting the rate of reconviction for serious offences, after specialist and mainstream incarceration. The annual rates of reconviction were between 2 and 5%. For the intervention, the annual reconviction rate was assumed to be 3%, based on offenders only being released if they were considered to have a low probability of reoffending. For the comparator, the annual rate was assumed to be 5%. All outcomes beyond one year were discounted at an annual rate of 3.5%.
Monetary benefit and utility valuations:
Reconvictions for serious offences were valued using estimates developed by the UK Home office. These included anticipated crime (defence expenditure, such as burglar alarms), the consequences of crime (physical and emotional impact on victims, victim services, and property), and responding to crime (criminal justice system and other services, such as treatment for victims of violent attacks). In the main analysis, it was assumed that reconvictions were for a mixture of offences, including serious wounding and sexual offences, and at least half of offences were homicides.
Measure of benefit:
The measures of benefit were the number of serious offences avoided, and the monetary value of these offences
